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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Abstract 
DEPARTMENTAL TEST - DATE OF PASSING - RECKONING THE DATES 
FOR PROMOTION - CLARIFICATION TO G. O. (Ms) 235 /71/PD 

DATED 14-8-1971 - ISSUED . 


PUBLIC (SERVICES D ) DEPARTMENT 
G.O. (Ms) 303 /73 /PD . 

Dated Trivandrum , 21st November 1973 . 


Read:-(i) G. P. R. Dis . 14356 /57 /PD dated 28-9-1957 

(ii ) G.O. (M_) 472 /59/PD dated 20-4-1959, 
(iii ) G. O. (Ms) 235 /71/PD dated 14-8-1971. 
(iv ) Letter No. All (i)-16365 /73 /GW dated 15-9-1973 from the 

Secretary Public Service Commission , Trivandrum . 


ORDER 
The following further clarification is issued to the orders contained in 
thc G. O.read as 3rd p.per above: 

Where the members of a service can choose between two tests or cor 
responding sub ects papers of two tests (Eng . Account test ( Lower) and 
Account test (Higher) and where the two test conducted during the same 
period rnd on two different dates, the benefit of passing the t- st will 
accrue only on the day following the last day of he tes ! :(ie whole exami 
nation ) w..ich ends on the later date . For example, if Account test ( Lower) 
or its papers are conducted last, the right of p omotion will be rockoned 
with reference to the day following the last day of the Account test ( Lower ) 
and if A count test (Higher) is conducted last, the day following the last 
day of the Account Test (Higher) will be reckoned , for purpose of deter 
mining the right of promotion of persons who stand qualified in such tests, 
against unfilled vacancies" , 

The above orders will be given effect to from 14-8-1971. 


By order of the Governor, 

C.T. JOSEPH , 
Deputy Secretary 

{P.T.O ) 


G. 2006 
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To 


99 


The Secretary, Kerala Public Service Commission , (with C L.). 
All Heads of Departments and Othces . 
All Officers of the Secreteriat. ... 
All Departments (All sections) . of the Secretariat. 
The Registrar, High Court, Ernakulam . 

( with C. L.) 
The Registrar, University of Kerala /Calicut/ Cochin 
The Registrar, Kerala Agricultural University. 
The Secretary, Kerala State Electricity Board , 
The Advocate General, Ernakulam , 
The General M..nager , Kerala State Road 

Transport Corporation , 
The The Private Secretary to ChiefMinister and other Ministers. 
The Secretary to Governor. 
The Stenographers to the Chief Secretary and Additional Chief 

Secretary. 


) 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour ( A ) Department 

ERRATUM 


No. 1328 /A1/73/LBR . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 21st November 1973 . 
In the schedule to the Notification I issued under G. O. Ms. No. 59/ 
73/ LBR dated 24-9-1973 published in the Kerala Gazette Extra -ordinary 
No. 934 dated 25-9-1973 against Sl. No. 5 for the words " Idikki" under 
column (2) read " Thodupuzha " and for the word “ Thodupuzha" in 
column ( 3) read " Idikki” . 

By order of the Governor, 
U. MAHABALA Rao , 

Secretary 


G. 2012 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour (A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. Rt. No. 1267/73/LBR . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 26th October 1973. 
The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey in respect of the dis 
pute between the Superintendent Pasum llay Estate , Vandiperiyar and their 
workmen represented by the General Secretary , High Range Estate 
Thozhilali Union , Vandiperiyar received by Government on 1-10-1973 is 
hereby published under Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(Central Act XIV of 1947) 


By order of the Governor, 
P. P. MATHULLA , 

Under Secretary . 


In the Court of the Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey 
Dated this the 28th day of September, Nineteen hundred and 

Seventy -three 

Present : 
SHRIK. P. M. SHERIFF B.Sc., B. L., 

Industrial Tribunal 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 30/1973 

Between 
The Superintendent, Pasumallay Estate, Vandiperiyar 

And . 
The workmen of the above concern represented by the General 
Secretary , High Range Estate Thozhilali Union, 

Vandiperiyar 

AWARD 
This Industrial dispute between the above parties was referred to this 
Tribunal for adjudication by Government as per G. O. Rt. No. 873 /73/LBR 
dated 20-7-1973. The only issue referred for adjudication is as follows: -- 

" Dismissal of No. 918 Thankappan " . 
G.A. 226 
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2. Inspite of repeated summons both the Management as well as the 
Union were absent without assigning any reason whatsoever and 80 the 
matter was taken up for award . Since both parties were absenting before 
court continuously, I hold that there is no subsisting dispute between the 
parties. The reference is answered accordingly 


K. P. M. SHERIFF , 
Industrial Tribunal. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour A Departenent 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. Rt. No. 971 /73 / LBR . 

Dated , Trivandrun, 9!h August 1973 . 
The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Calicut in respect ofthe dispute 
between the Horticulturist, Daleo Canning L d ., Pineapple Orchards 
Division , Krislina Bhavan , Kaapiampurara , Ottappalam -1 and their 
workmen rep.esented by the Secretary, Pineapple Thottam Thozhilai 
Union , P. O. Ottappalam received by Government on 6-3-1973 is hereby 
published under section 17 of the Indastril Disputes Act, 1947 (Central 
ActXIV of 1947) . 

By order of the Governor, 

P. P. MATHULLA , 
Under Secretary. 


Before the Court of tie la fustrial Tribunal, Calicut. 
( Tuesday , the 3 ist day of July, Nineteen hundred 

and seventy three) 

Present 
SRI R.K. VENU NAYAR , B. A., B. L. 

Industrial Tribunal, Calicut . 


INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 11/1970 

Between 
The Horticulturist, Dalco Cannings Ltd., Pineapple 

Orchards Division , Krishna Bhavan 

Kanniampuram , Otrappalam -1 


And 


The Secretary , Pineapple Thottam Thozhilali Union , 

P. O. Otlappalam 
presentation : 

Sri M. Venugopalan, 
Advocate , 

For Alararanat 
Trichur. 
Sri D. Ram tlingam , 

For Union 
Advocate , 

Palghat. 
GA. 177 
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a 


is 


KAWARD 
This industrial dispute existing between the 

above parties was 
referred to this Tribunal for adjudication by Government of Kerala as per 
Order No. G. () . Rt. 614 /70 /LSWD dated 15-4-1970 . The 

following 
are the issues referred : 
1 . Whether the management has shown discriinination among the 

workers in the matter of giving priority for work in their 
Pineapple Orchard at Lakkidi. " If so, what is the relief to the 

affected workers. 
2. Dismissals of the following workers : 

( a ) M Gandhi Pillai (b ) E.N. Thankappan 
(c) E. N. Ramankutty ( d ) K. Ramakrishnan 
(e ) P. Narayanan 

K. Shankara Na ayanan 
2. The unior s case regarding the first issue is the following: 

This management is running pineapple garden at Ottappalam . 
In the matter of re -employment of workers after a break for some time 
thev a e to employ them according to their seniority in service . Instead 
of doing this, they are ke- ping out persons with more service and giving 
work to new workers . r t ose with les er service. These senior emplo ces 
who are descriminated by denying employment are members of Pineanple 
Thottam Thozhilali Union. There another 

rial union sponsored 
by thema agement and they are encouraging that union . Hence for the 
period of non -employment these employees are entitled for wares. 

3. Under Second issue they have given details of individual workers. 
Regardirg werker Sri P. Narayanan their is that the management 
levelled charges against him and he denied it. But in spite of that they 
dismissed him from service without considering his explanat on . No proper 
enquiry was c nducted The worker was an active trade unio worker . 
Henre they say that he entitled for reinstatement with back wages. 
The other 5 wo kers were given separate notices calling for ex lanati n . 
The charg . aga nst them was that they wrono fully restrained the plantation 
a sistant and b at hiin on 10-11-1969 at about 12 roon . They deny these 
charg s According to the uni n a domestic enqu ry for name sake was 
conducted for name sake. The conduct of the enquiry was illegal and 
the management was biased because of the trade union activities of these 
workers. The workers are innocent and so they arc entitled to be 
reinstated . The plantation assistant gave a complaint to the police and 
on the basis of this the police registered and investigated the case against 
Si T. Ramakrishnan 

Sri M. V. Gandhi Pillai 
Sri E. N. Trankappan . This is pointed out by them in order to show 
that no case like that was lodged against Sri E.N.Raminkutty and 
K. Sankaranarayanan . The three other workers against whom th : 
compla nt was lodzed were convictedby the Magistrate Court. An appeal 
was filed and one of the accused 
filed revision before the High Court and that was partly allowed. This is 

was acquitted and the other workers 


case 
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and 


Nair , 
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case 


not 


the background of the whole 

and for thcsc reasons the union says 
that the workers are entitled to be reinstated with back wages . 

4. Themanagement denies these allegations in their reply scatem int . 
They describe the nature of work turned Olit by the workers in their 
Pinapple Garlen . They completed the plantation work only by September, 
1968. The whole work depends on weather. The nature of work is such 
that during periods of weeding, manuering, plucking, ctc. they require 
more workers. Some times 

these works are carried out by giving on 
contracts. They do not have permanent workers in these orchards and 
none of them are employed for a continuous period of one year. Iccording 
to the practice now prevalent the union gives the required number of 
labourers on the basis of an agreement between themanagement and the 
union . 

5. Regarding the first issue they say that they have not shown any 
discrimination . They wanted to carry but the work with efficiency and 
speed and in einploying workers they have shown any preference and 
they have never sponsored any unions. 

6. Regarding Issue No. 2 their case is that they raised specific charges 
against Sri Narayanan and an enquiry was conducted in which he was 
given full and fair opportunity to participate in it . It was found at that 
enquiry that the charges were proved and so they dismissed him from service. 
They have acted in accordance with the principles of natural justice. This 
worker being not a protected workman he cannot claim any relief on that 
ground. So he is not entitled to be reinstated . 

7. Regarding the other 5 workers also the management says that 
they levelled charges against them and enquiries were conducted and in 
the enquiry they were found guilty of the charges and hence they were 
dismissed . What happened to the criminal complaint filed by the police 
in the Magistrate Court is not the Creterion for deciding whether a person 
should be sent out or not on the ground of indiscipline in an establishment 
like this . So they say that the workers are not entitled to any relief.. 

8. In the rejoinder filed by the union it is stated that they put 
the management to strict proof regarding all the contentions raised by 
them . It is the case oi the union that the findings of the enquiry officer 
are perverse. Since there is no eivdence to prove that the workers are 
guilty they are entitled to be reinstated . 

9. WW1 is one of the workers. He was there from the very 
beginning of the orchard . They suspended him with etfect from 
11-9-1969. He was given a memo. His reply is Ext. W2. He denies the 
charges levelled against him . He got another memo marked as Ext. W3. 
This is the enquiry notice. There after he got a notice disinissing him 
from service. He went to the place of enquiry on the stipulated day . 
He found the manager 

there. Nobody 

else 

was there . No enquiry 


officer as mentioned by the management was present there . The Manager 
ak d lia whether it has so : ! say anything more than what he has 
Kated in his explana on tud ne replied that he denies she entire offence . 
Frm all these te gati ered that the manager would be the enquiry 
officer . Ho is now unemployed and he wants to be reinstated . Acolher 
worker involved is Srı V. Tha kappan and he is no more and he is the 
brother of this witness . He adds that there was no criminal case against liim . 

10. In cross-examination he says that he does not remember the exact 
date of enrolment of any of the employees of this Orchard . There was a 
Plan ation Assistant called Stanislaus. He was a Supervisor. The witness had 
no info mation that some workers had beaten him in 1969. But he knew 
about it when he went to the gate of the Orchard from where he was beaten 
by sone persons. As a result of this he was hospitalised and was in the 
Government Hospital, Ottappalam but he has not obtained any medical 
ceriificate . 

11. He is a member of the union from the very beginning ofhis cmploy 
ment. All the 15 workers .re members of the Union . He got the sus en 
sion order immediately after the beating . The reply was written from the 
union offic . The unin Secretary was present there. He does not remember 
what all are written in the reply. He was beaten by the workers in the 
Orchards. He knew about the cause for beating only after a few days. 
He was working in the Orchard for about a year. Prior to the receipt of 
thi memo he went to the office of the company for the enquiry at about 
4 p. m . on the day fixed for it . The Manager Mr. Rao was there. He 
went a one for the enquiry. He told the union Secretary about his going to 
the erquiry prior to his going there. The union Secretary did not come for 
the enquiry . He had only one witness and that was the union Secretary . 
He got an inpression hat his services will not be terminated by the manage 
ment in connection with this charge. He does not know whether the union 
has sent anything in reply to the dismissalnotice received by him . He doesnot 
kn w wiether the other w rkers have gone to participate in the enquiry . He 
has notmade enquiries for getting other jobs. At the time of his dismissal 
Sri aray: nan was the President of the union . The present President is 
Sri Ganúha Pillai. There are 4 unious now among the workers in the 
Orhad . There used to be disputes about the persons to be employed 

etween these unions. After his beating there was no work in the Orchards 
for a few ays. 

12. WW2 is a sim.lar worker. He got the notice of enquiry and dis 
noissal oder Thce documents are proved Ly him . There was a case 
against him in the Additional Ist Clas: Magistrate Cout, Ottappalam . He 
was convicted from that court and he filed an appeal and his conviction was 
set aside. He did not know who was to conduct the enquiry from the 
enquiry notice received by him He has no kvowledge about the enquiry 
conducted by Sri V. Unnikrishnan . To his knowledge no witnesses were 
examine . For the first time he came to know about the enquiry only alter 
coming to this court. He is not cinployed now . Hewent to the office of the 


company at about 7.45 a .1. on the day fixed for enquiry believing that the 
cnquiry will be conducted by the Manager . 

13. In cross- examination he says that the explanation Ext. M2 is 
written by tie Secretary of the union . There are no documents in his 
possession to show that he worked from March , 1968. He has worked 
through out in 1968. There are documents with the management to show 
this . In 1969 also he has worked for eleven months. He has not seen 
Sri Unnikrishnan . He has no e imity towards him . He went alone to the 
office. 

After returning fro: the office he told the union Secretary about 
what happened from the office. There are no witnesses to speak that he 
has gone to the offic on that particular cay. No communication was sent 
to the roaiage..ent complaing about the non -conduct of the enquiry . 
Wien he went there the Manager asked him what he has to say ar d after his 
reply he was directed to leave the place. So he left He knew that the 
Plantation Inspector was beaten only on the next day . The incident took 
place on a holiday. He does not know the place from where this incident 
took place . He was on leave for three days prior to the incident. There 
are no documents to show this. He is a union worker from the very 
beginning. Certain other workers were also assaulted from the gate . He 
does not know who assaulted them . He is not employed now but if neces 
sary he can get it . 

14. WW3 is another worker . He was also issued a charge memo, 
enquiry notice and dismissal order. The e are all proved by him . In 
response to the enquiry notice he went to the office of the company and then 
the Manager Mr. Rao was there. He asked him whether he has got any 
thing to say more than what he has stated in his explanation . He has not 
seen the enquiry officer in the office and nobody to his knowledge conducted 
an enquiry from the office on the day fixed for it. He came to know that an 
enquiry has been conducted by Sri Unnik ishnan only from this court. 

15. In cross- examination he says that he does not remember the exact 
period during which he worked there. He can : ot identify Sri L nnikrishsan . 
He has n t seen him . He did not see the oti er workers who are 
also dismissed along with him in the 

office of he 

coi pany . 
He went from the othce of the union to the office 

of the 
company . 

He admits that he has said for the first time in this 
court that the management has not conducted an enyuiry . After receipt of 
the order of dismissal he has not informed the management cr union in 
writing about the non -conduct of the enquiry. He admits that he h s signed 
Ext. M3. His reply is Ext. M4. He has not got any job after his dimissal 
and he has made enquiries also . He does not know whether his union has 
entered into a settlement with the management in respect of employing 
other workers. 

16. WW4 is the Secretary of the unicn . At the time of reference there 
were 2 unions. The management used to discharge persons occasionally; 
but in taking back they are not taking them according to seniority. Without 
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came to 


considering seniority they re -employed persons. They prefer members ofother 
trade unions and thereby the due rights of the inembers of the union are deni 
el. At present there are three unions . The other u ions used to help the 
managemert at the time of reference. They did not employ abut 10 persons 
who had sufficient seniority . Now they are employing persons who were not at 
all employees of this concern at any time. At present workers are taken from 
among th- members ofthe three unions. Now they want the senior employees 
to be emul yed considering the seniority alone . One of the employees 
interested in this issue is no more. He proves theequiry notice and other 
documents given to some oiker workers. Explanation was given in 
a swer to the memo of charge. Afterwards they go notices of enquiry 
followed by di mis al orders These docum «nts in respect of other workers 
are also marked . He speaks about the criminal case against M /s. Gandhi 
Pillai, Thankapan and Ramakrishnan. They were convicted from the 
Mgistrate court. Ramakrishnan s appeal was allowed from the Session s 
court. The other 2 filed revisions in the High Court and that revision was 
partly all- wid . 

In the very begin ing itself this uni in used to negotiate 
ad settle issues with the management but the mangement is not in 
good terms with this union . He 

know that the enquiry 
officer conducted an enquiry only after coming to this Tribunal. 
Criminal case was filed against the above named three persons. When 
the workers told him about the enquiry he asked them to go for it. 
Accordingly they went there and when they came back he gathered the 
information that Mr. Rao had conducted the enquiry. 

17. In cross-examination he says that ai present they are doing work . 
on the basis of a settlement. He is also a party to that settlement. 60 
m mbers from all the th.ee trade unions are to be given employment as per 
this settlement. They have not complained about the non- employment of 
pe sons on the basis of the principle embodied in this settlement. 66 workers 
are members of this union and about 20 of them are etoployed as per this 
settlement and the union gives names of these persors. They are members 
of the union from the very beginning . Only these persons who are members 
of this union are not employed now . The inanagement as per the 
ag een ent i bound to give employment to the workers at least for 120 days 
in a vear. There is no agreement about the seniority of workers . They 
have not gives the particulars of persons who are seniors to those employed 
in the O cl ard . He prepared the explanation to the charge memo. He 
advised them to participate in the enquiry . He came to know of the 
dismissal immediately after the enquiry . Representation was made about 
thr dismissal to the management . It is not specifically mentioned in that 
represent it o that the management lias not conducted an enquiry . He 
gives the party affiliations of all the unions working there 

18. MWI is the enquiry officer. He is a practicing advocate. He 
was appo nted as the enquiry officer . Heconducted the enquiry against 
s x persons and sub nitted his report. Th : connected documents are marked . 
The enquiry notice and the fin lings are proved by him . The workers were 
not present at the enquiry. Since they were not present an ex parte enquiry 
was conducted . He recorded the versions given by the witnesses. The 
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place of enquiry, the timeof cnquiry and other particulars are given in the 
enquiry proceedings. They are all Cmarked in this case. His findings are 
based on the oral and documentary evidence in this case. 

19. In cross- examination he says that he has not put the date on which 
he got the intimation appointing him as the enquiry officer. He got the 
intimation some two weeks prior to the date of enquiry . There was no 
direction asking him to condict the enquiry from a partirular place on a 
particular date He has not sent any notice to ihr delinquent employers. 
The charges are also not framed by him . Ex . M6 is hown to him and he 
says that it is in his hand writing . The witness adds that this is written in 
accordince with the charges issued to the employees. He saw these 
explanations for the first time at the place of enquiry. Separate charges 
were issued to these workers. He omitted certain words from the charges 
given by the man gement. He conducte ! the enquiry from the ground 
floor in thehouse named Krishna Bhavan . But he is not sure whether the 
building has a first floor. In addition to the witnesses the peon of the 
company was also present. It was conducte 1 from the room used by the 
management as their office. The dates are not given . He conducted the 
enquiry on two davs. He forwarded the findings through the p on . не 
has recorded the place of enquiry, date and time, in the enquiry 
poceedinys. Since ne has recorded the tiine in the procer dings he has not 
recorded these particulars at the end of the depost on of these witnesses. 

20 .. MW2 is the present plantation assistant of the Pinepple Plantation 
at Ottappalam Sri Sianislaus is now in E ist Geinmany . While he was the 
plantation assistant he was assaulted by certain workers and the persons 
mentioned in the reference order are the concerned wo kers. Sri Narayanan 
was disrnissed on the ground that he did not act according to the directions 
given by his superiors. They were all discharged after conducting a proper 
enquiry . The management has not received a complaint saying that they 
have kept out persons senior to the persons employed now . The union has 
not forwarded a co plaint to the management sa ing that per ons who 
remain outside are really senior persons. This management used to re 
employ persons who have worked in the previous year. There are three 
unions now w rking in the establishment. It is not correct to say that the 
management is showing any special consideration to any of these unions, 
There is a co ciliation settlement between the management and these unions. 
As per the se tlement the list of persons who are to be employd are 
prepared. This is strictly on the basis of seniority . The wykers are 
employed on a rotation bass. Diring the previous years the same workers 
were re-emp oyed . There used to be no work from Octob. to May. If 
there i any work during this period the persons mentioned in Ext. 1110 
have to be employed . In the beginning they had the trenching, levelling 
and plan ing work and they entrusted this work to contractors. 

21. In cross-examination the witness says that he joined the Trichur 
factory as a clerk in 1968. He came to Ottappalam on 1-12 1909 as the 
Plantation assistant. He knows about the details of the 
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incident only from certain persons. Mr. Stanislaus went to Germany after 
resigning his job under this management. The Trichur manager gave this 
information officially to him There is only one manager for the Trichur 
and Ott palam fac ory . He came to know that the management has 
terminated the services of these 6 persons from the documents made 
available in this case. Thit was in 1970. They were all in the custody of 
Horticulturis . He has no work in the administration sect on . This work 
is in the field . He cannot say what all de ands were pl ced by the union 
prior to 1-12-1969. He has not talked about the issue of seniority afer his 
coming to this place. In the beginning they were entrusting the work to 
contractors. Their head office is at Bangalore . Certain records are there. 
They used to forward monthly accounts about the contractors. Such 
documents must be in the head office at Bang lore. In re-examination he 
says that he has seen the conduct of the enquiry. This is the summary of 
the evidence in this case. 

22. Issue No. I. 

WW1, WW2 and WW3 do not speak anything about this issue. The 
facts relating to this issue are spoken to by WW4, the Union secretary. It 
is his case that in case of re-employment the management has not taken into 
consideration the seniority of employees employed . Some workers who 
wo ked there previously were denied employment and new workers we e 

mp oved . There are three trade unions functioning there and the 
managem nt was deliberately helping the other trade unions. 

At the time of reference they denied employment to 10 persons who had 
sufficie t seniority . 

no documentary evidence regarding this 
matter. There is only the oral testimoney of WW4. MW2 would say that 
they have not shown any discrimination 

and 

they have no 
enimity towards auy of these unions. It is admitted by 
this union that they have been working there from the very be 
ginning . The workers who are interested in these issues were having con 
nections with this trade union and they have worked there . If the union 
had a case that the management devied employment to certain persons 
who had seniority they could have suinmoned the management to produce 
necessary account books to show this. If the Muster Rolls are there they 
mist show the date of entry of these individuals. The union has not taken 
steps to get tiese docurients . The wit ess did not give the names 
of members who had been denied employment and who are rightly 
entitled be reemployed . 

Recently all the three unions and 
the management have entered into a setlement and that provides 
for the re -enploym :nt of persons . If the union had the grievance 
that the persons who are outside are having more service then they could 
have taken steps to prove that case . 

They have not suinmoned the docu 
ments. They have not clearly proved that persons who hal more seniority 
were really denied employm nt. If they had such an ag rieve ! worker the 
uoion could have examined him in this court. So I find that the union has 
not succeeded in establishing their case in this Tribunal and hence they are 
not entitled to any relief, 


There are 


( O 


9 


23. Issue No. 2.- The next issue relates to 6 employees who were dis 
missed . One of these workers is no more. Regarding the others the union 
makes a distinction between persons who were involved in criminal case 
and those who were not involved in the same. The documents connecled 
with the enquiry are produced and marked by the m nag -ment. Tney are 
Exts . MI to M9 This contain the charge mem , explination , enquiry 
notice , enquiry proceedings and dismissal order. The union s contention is 
that the management has not conducted an enquiry and dismissal without 
conducting enquiry is improper and hence the workers are entitled to be 
reinsta ed . The management points out that the union has not raised such 
a pleading. In the claim statement filed by them they do not say that no 
enquiry was conducted . They only say that no proper enquiry was con 
ducted . In the reply statement of the management it is clearly stated that 
they dismissed these employees only after a proper enquiry. The union 
filed a rejoinder . In the rejoinder they say that the findings of the enquiry 
officer is a pei verse one." 

If the case of the union is that there was no 
enqu ry at all tuen there is no question of raisirg a p ea that the finding is 
a perverse one. This would s gges: that there was an enquiry and the 
version further shows that the findings are perverse . So it can be stated 
that the union has not set up such a case in their pleadings . At the stage 
of evidence the union witnesses have stated that no enquiry was conducted. 
One does not know what prompted the union at the earlier stage to raise . 
such a contention and later on take a different stand altogether, 

24. The document produced by the management would show that 
they halissued notices or enquiry to all the e workers. None of them say 
that they have not received these notices. Those who have tendered evide 
nce say that aſter receipt of notice they went to the union office, consulted 
the union secretary and there after went to the place fixed for the enquiry. 
There the manager asked them whether they have to say anything more. 
They said that they have nothing more to say . Immediately after this all 
the workers received dismissal orders but the union did not sent a compliant 
to the management saying that they have issued these orders without con 
ducting an enquiry. It is stated by the union secretary that he came to 
know about this enquiry only from this court. If he perused the reply 
state nent he could have known thit the management has a case that they 
conducted an enquiry . 

If what the union secretary now says is correct 
naturally he would have given a rejoindersaying that the allegation that a 
proper enquiry was co ducted is a false one . For some rea on they have 
not done this. The evidence of the enquiry officer has to be perused in 
this background. He is a practicing Advocate with 13 years standing . He 
says that he went to the place of enquiry fixed for enquiry and when he 
called the names of the workers they were not there and so he declared 
ex parte .and proceeded with the enquiry. The union counsel says that the 
enquiry officer has not sent fresh notice regarding the enquiry of his own. 
It the case had been one where the workers had no notice at all regarding 
the enquiry then there was a duty cast on the enquiry officer to send it 
directly or through proper channel. Here is a case where workers admit 

GA . 177 
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that they received notice and they came to the place of enquiry . The docu 
ments produced before the enquiry officer and later on produced here 
would show that there was everyihing in hese papers to convince the enqu 
iry officer that there had been notice about the enquiry and the workers 
há 1 actually received it prior to the enquiry . So this contention of the 
union that the enquiry officer should have sent fresh notice has no rele. 
vancy. The evidence of MWI and admissions made by the workers would 
clearly show that they had notice of enquiry . There is nothing in the evid . 
ence to disbelieveMW1 when he says that on the appointed day he con 
d.cted an ex parte enquiry since the workers were not present insp te of 
notices sent by the management. According to the management they con 
ducted an enquiry on 5-10-1970 and they issued dismissal notices in the 
samemonth . Ext. M5 is one such dismissal notice. There they say that in 
the enquiry the ffence ag iinst the delinquent employee was foind true and 
hence the d smissal order. If actually no enquiry was conducted the work 
ers would have told the union secretary and he would have reacted immedi 
ately by writing a protest !et er saying that the management has not con 
ducied an enquiry and the allegation that they have conducted an enquiry 
is a false one. That would be the natural reaction bit no such letters were 
sent and the wo kers emph tically say that they came to know about the 
enquiry only from this court. 

25. For a l the reasonsmentione above this case of the union cannot 
be accepted . MWI conducted the enquiry from the office of the manage 
ment situated in the housen med Krshia Bhavan . Workers would say 
that they also went to the office at the fixed time and they found only the 
manager. WWI says that he asked the union Sec etary , WW4 to accom 
pany him to the man gementonce on the enquiry day sioce he wante to 
examine him as his witness. But the Secretary did not go there. WW4 
does not refer to it at all when he ten lered evid nce here. This is the type 
of evidence available on this aspect. WW2 says that he went to the office 
of theminagementon the diy fi ed for lhe enquiry. He came bark to he 
union offi e and told the secretary about what all took place from the 
management office . 

He also says that he is telling that he went to the 
manage:nent office on the enquiry day for the first time in this court. 

26. This is an asprct to be examined only on the bas s of the oral 
evidence. The evidence on rucud is not sufficient to establish that MWI 
did not conduct an enquiry on that day . On the other hand the available 
evidence would show that an enquiry was conducted . 

27. The union says in the lejoinder that the findings are perverse. I 
have gone through the statements given by witnesses and the findings record . 
ed by the enquiry officer . What are the infirmities of these findings and 
how are they pe verse. The union does not say anything . Ilence I find 
that the union has not succeeded in establishing their case . The union is 
therefore not entitled to any relief. 
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I pass this award asstated above and this award shall come into force 
on the expiry of thirty days after its publication in the Covernment Gazette . 
Calicut, 

R. K. VENU NAYAR, 
31-7-1973. 

Industrial Tribunal, Calicut. 


Appendix 
Exhibits marked on the side of the Management: 

M 1 . Enquiry proceedings against E. N. Ramankutty . 
M 2 . Enquiry proceed ngs against K. Ramakrishnan . 
M 3 . Postal acknowledgement. 
M 4 . Letter dated 17-9-1969 by K. Sankıranaraya ian to the 

management. 
M 5 . Letter dated 14-10-1969 by the management to 

K. Sankaranarayanan . 
M 5. (a ) Postal acknon lcdgement. 
M 6 . Enquiry proces dings against M.Gandhi Pillai. 
M 7 . Enquiry proceedings against K. Sankaranarayanan . 
M 8 . 

Enquny proceedings againt E.N. Thankappan . 
M 9 . 

Enquiry proceedings against P. Narayanan . 
M10 . Memorandum of entlement dated 26-2-1972 . 


. 


Exhibits marked on the side of th Union : 
W 1. Memo dated 11-9-1969 i sued to R mankutty by the 

Management, 
W 2. Letter dated 14-9-1969 by Ramankutty to minagement. 
W 3. Memo dated 25-9-1969 by management to Ramankut y . 
W 4. Memo issued to Ramankutty by mai ageme. t dated 

14-10-1969. 
w 5. Mcm issued to Ramakri linan dated 11-9-1969 by the 

man gement. 
W 6. Memno dated 23-9-1969 issued to K. Ramakrish an by the 

management. 
W 7. Memo dated 14-10-1969 ssued to K. Ramakri linan . 
W 8. Mem dated 11-9-1969 issued to Sankranarayana . 
WO. 

Mimidited 25-9-1969 is- ucd 10 K. Sankranarayanan . 
W10. Memo dated 11-2-1969 issued to Gandhi lalai. 
W11. Memo daled 25-9-1969 issued to Gandhi Pillai. 
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W12. Dismissal order dated 14-10-1969 issued to Gandhi Pillai. 
W13. Explanation dated 8-9-1969 given by P. Narayanan to the 

management. 
W ] 4 . Xemo dated 16-9-1969 issued to P. Narayanan . 
W14 (a) Original of Ext. W14 returned by pestal authorities. 
W15. Memo dated 14-10-1969 issued to P. Narayanan by the 

management. 
Witnesses examined on the side of the Manager.en : 

[Wi V. V. Unnikrishnan . 

MW2. A. L. George. 
Witnesses examined on the side of the Union 

WW 1. E.N. Ramankutty. 
WW 2.. Ramakrishnan . , 
WW 3. Sankaranarayanan . 
WW 4. Mohammed. 
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PARTI 

Section i 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Law Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 15558/B2/73 /Law . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 14th November 1973. 
The following Ordinance prom Igated by the President and published 
in a Gazette of India Extraordinary, Part II --Section 1, dated the 2nd 
November, 1973, is hereby republished for general information . 


By order of the Governor, 

M. SEKHARAN , 
Law Scorstery. 


THE CENTRAL EXCISES AND SALT (AMENDMENT ) 

ORDINANCE, 1973 

(No. 3 of 1973) 
Promulgated by the President in the Twenty - fourth rear of the 

Republic of India 
An Ordinance further to amend the Central Excises 

and Salt Act, 1944 


WHEREAS Parliament is not in session and the President is satisfied 
that circumstances exist which render it necessary for him to take im 
mediate action ; 

Now , THEREFORE, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (1) of 
Article 123 of the Constitution , the President is pleased to promulgate the 
following Ord nance: 

1. Short title and commencement.-- (1) This Ordinance may be called the 
Central Excises and Salt (Amendment) Ordinance, 1973. 

( 2) It shall come into force on the 3rd day of November, 1973. 

2. Act 1 of 1944 to be temporarily amended. - During the period of opera 
tion of this Ordinan e, the Central Excises and Salt Act, 1944 ( hereinafter 
referred to as the principal Act), shall have effect subject to the amend 
ments specified in section 3 . 

G. 1940 


3. Amendment of the First Schedule .-- In the First Schedule to the principal 
Act, 

(i) in Item No. 6 , for the entry in the third column , the entry 
“ ToThous nd rupees per kilolitre at fifteen degrees of Centigrade thermo 
meier " sha l be substi uted ; 

fii in Item No. 7 , for the entry in the third column , the entry 
Four hundard and sixty- five rupees per kilolitre at fifteen degrees of 
Centigrade thermometer." shall be substituted . 


V. V. GRI, 

President. 

K. K. SUNDARAM , 
Seoretary to the Government of India . 
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Section 1 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Law Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 13429- B2/73 /Law . 

Dated , Tripandrum , 8th October 1973 . 
The following Act of Parliament, published in a Gazette of India Extra 
ordinary, Part II-- Section 1, dated the 22nd August, 1973, is hereby 
republish d for general informasion . The Bill as ass d by the Houses of 
Parliament received the a: sent of the President on the 21st August, 1973. 

By order of the Governor , 

M. SEKHARAN , 

Law Secretary 
THE NATIONAL CO -OPERATIVE DEVELOPMENT 
CORPORATION (AMENDMENT) ACT , 1973 

( 32 of 1973) 

An 

ACT 
to amend the Nalional Co-ope: ative Development Corporation Act, 1962. 

Be it enacted by Parliament in the Twenty forth Year of the Republic 
of India as follows: 

1. Short title. This Act may be called the National Co-operative 
Development Corporation (Amendment) Act, 1973. 

2. Amendment of section 1 - In sub - section (2 ) of section 1 of ihe 
National Co-operative Development Corporation Act, 1962 (26 of 1962 ) 
(he einafter referred to as the principal Act), the words " except the State 
of Jammu and Kashmir " shall be omitted . 

3. Insertion of new section 2A . – After section 2 of the principal Act, 
the following section shall be inseried , namely: 

“ 2.A Construction of references to any law not in force of any funct 
ionary not in existence in the State of Jammu and Kashmir.- Any 
reference in this Act t) any law which is not in force , or any fun 
ctionary not in existence , in the State of Jammu and Kashmir, 
shall, in rel.tion to that State . be c nstued as a reference to the 
correspondir g law in force, or to the crresponding functionery 

in existence, in that State ." . 
4. Amendment of section 22. In ub - section (3 ) of section 22 of the 
principal Act, for the words " ur in two sucesive se sio is , and if, b fore 
the expiry of the session in which it is so laid or the session immediately 
following , the words or in two or more successive, sessions and if, before 
the expiry of the session immediately following the session or the successive 
sessions aforesaid shall be substituted . 


G. 1720 
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Section iv 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Local Administration & Social Welfare (Municipal and Panchayat 

Special) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O.(Ms) 341/73/LA & SWD. 

Daled , Trivandrum , 16th Octobar 1973 . 
S. R. O. No. 731 73.- In exercise of the powers conferred ty sub 
section ( 1) of section 344 of the Kerala Municipalities Act, 19.0 ( 14 of 1961) 
the Government of Kerala , hereby make the following amendment to the 
Kerala Municipalities Deiermination of cos of Rilway buildings and 
lands) Rules, 1970 issuet under G. O. (Ms) No. 46 /70/DD dated the 23r1 
February , 1970 and published as S. R. O. No. 105/70 in Part I of the Kerala 
Gazelte No. 11 dated the 17th March 1970 the same having been previously 
published as required under section 315 of the said Act, namely: 

AMENDMENT 
In the said rules, for sub-rule ( 3) of rule 5 the following shall be 
substituted namely : 

“ ( 3) The Committee shall decide the areas of land which shall be 
deemed to be appur enant to buildings. In cases where the Municipal 
Councils have fram . d bye -laws under clause (4 ) of section 347 of the At, 
the Committee shall decide the areas of land which shall be deemed to be 
appurtenant to buildings in accordance with such bye-laws" . 

By order of the Governor , 

T. S. RAMAKRISHNAN , 

Deputy Secretary. 


Explanatory Note 
(This note is not part of the rule or amendment, but is intended to 
indicate its general purport ). 

While scrutinising the Kerala Municipalities (Determination of cost of 
Railway Buildings and lands) Rules, 1970 the Comtice on Subasi inate 
Legislation has pointed out that by sub -rule (3) of rule the Municipalities 
which ha ! notframed t:y -laws as stipulated under the Kral. Municp lities 
Act till ditesh uld find it ery difficult to determine th . areas of land wh ch 
should be deemedobe appartenant to the bui dinys u der the said rules. 
The amendment is intended to uvercome the above difficulty . 


G. 2021 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Local Administration & Social Welfare (L ) Department . 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. Rt. No. 2130 /73/ LA & SWD . Dated , Trivandrum , 20th November 1973 . 

S. R. O. No. 732 /73. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
section (2 ) of Section 62 of the Kerala Panchayats Act, 1960 (32 of 1960 ) the 
Government of Kerala , after consulting the Elakkad Panchayat hereby 
exclude from the operation of the said Act, the public road specified in the 
schedule below which is vested in the said Panchayat. 

SCHEDULE 
1. Name of District 

Kottayam 
2. Name of Taluk 

Meenachil 
3 Nameof Village 

Kurichithanam 
4. Name of Panchayat 

Elakkad Panchayat 
5. Name of Road 

Mannakkanad - Kurichithanam 

road 
6. Length of the road 

3.05 km 
7 . Width of the road 

8.50 Metres 
8. Important places through Valiyapara Junction 

which the road passes 
9. Points at which the road Starts from Mannakkanad at 
starts and ends 

12/8 km . of Palai-Kozha road and 
ends at Kurichithanam at 0/8 km . 
of Poovathunkal - Kurichithanam 
road . 

By order of the Governor, 
K. RAMUNNI MENON , 

Secretary . 
Explanatory Note 
( This note is not part of the notification but is intended to indicate its 
general purport ). 

As per G.O. Rt. + 15 /73/PW . dated 3-5-1973 Government have accorded 
sanction to transfer the above road starting from Mannakkanad at 12/8 km . 
of Palai-Kozha road and ending at Kurichithanam at 0/8 km . of Poova . 
thunkal-Kurichithanam road to the P. W. D. from Panchayat for future 
improvements. This notification is published for excluding the above road 
from the operation of the provisions of the Kerala Panchayats Act, 1960 . 


G. 1986 . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 


- Revenue ( E ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 20991/E1/70/LRD. 

Dated , Trivandrum , 24th November 1973 . 
S. R.O. No. 733 /73. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
section (1) of section 2 of the Kerala Public Services Act , 1968 (19 of 1968 ) 
the Government of Kerala hereby make the following amendments to the 
Special Rules for the Kerala Survey and Land Records Service, issued 
under G. O. Ms. 446/ Public (Rules) Department dated the 13th April, 
1959 and published in Part I of the Kerala Gazette dated the 21st April, 
1959 as subsequently amended , namely: 


AMENDMENTS 
In the said Rules, 

(1) in rule . 1, after category 4 , the following shall be inserted , 
namely 

“ Category 5. Printing Supervisor” ; 
( 2 ) in rule 2 , 

(i) in sub - rule (a ) after category 4 and the entries against it , the 
following category and entries shall be inserted , namely : 

“ 5. Printing Supervisor. Direct recruitment" . 

(ii) for sub -rule (c) the following sub rule shall be substituted , 
namely : 

“ 2 (c) Appointing Authority — The Director of Survey and Land 
Records shall be the appointing authority for the posts of Superintendent of 
Survey and Land Records, Technical Assistant and Printing Supervisor" ; 
( 3) in rule 3 , 

(i) in sub rule (a ), for the figure “ 25 ” the figure “ 30 ” shall be 
substituted ; 

G. 1982 
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( ii) in the Table under sub -rule (b ) after category 4 and the 
entries against it the following category and entries shall be inserted , 
namely : 
“ 5. Printing Supervisor. Direct recruitment. (a ) General educational 

qualification of S.S.L.C. 

Standard . 
( b ) Diploma in 

Printing 
Technology, preferably 

in Lithography 
(c ) Proficiency in 
printing 

planeta 
Machine (to be proved 
at a practical test)" . 

order of the Governor, 
K. V. RAMAKRISHNAN , 

Secretary, 


offset 


on 


Explanatory Note 
(This is not part of the notification but is intended to make the purpose 
of the notification clear .) 

The newly created post of Printing Supervisor in the Survey and Land 
Records Department is to be included in the Special Rules for the Kerala 
Survey and Land Records Service. The notification is intended to achieve 
the above object. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Public Works ( Transport- C ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 47110 / TC1/ 73 /PW . 

Dated , Trinandrum , 1st December 1978. 
S. R. O. No 734/73. - In exercise of the powers conferred by rule 4 of 
the Schedule to the Kerala Motor Vehicles (Taxation of Passengers and 
Goods) Act, 1963 (25 of 1963) and in partial modification of Notification I 
No. 49087/TB2 /71/PW dated 1st June, 1972 published as S. R. O. No. 
262/72 in the Kerala Gazette Extraordinary No. 287 dated , 1st June, 1972 as 
modified by Notification I No. 39011/TB2 /72 /PW dated : 9th September , 
1972 , published as S. R. O. No. 495/72 in the Kerala Gazette Extra -ordi 
nary No. 538 dated 29th September, 1972 the Government of Kerala being 
of opinion that it is necessary in the Public interest to do so , hereby, order 
that the date of payment of the 10th to 16th instalments of arrears of tax due 
under the said Act in respect of the stage of carriage KLP 5237 belong to 
Sri K. K. Mathai, Kudylil house, Piravam shall be paid in three equal 
monthly instalments commencing from January 1974 , without prejudice to 
the payment of monthly instalments arrears of T. P. G. falling on each 
month as per the orders in force and also the current dues of T. P. G. 

By order of the Governor, 
K. K. GOPALAKRISHNAN , 

Joint Secretary . 
Explanatory Note 
( This is not part of the notification but is intended to explain the reasons 
for issue of the Notification .) 

It has been represented by Sri K.K. Mathai, Kudylil Piravam 
that he could not remit the 10th to 16th instalments of arrears ol T. P. G. on 
or before the due dates due to financial strain . He has requested for exten 
sion of time. Government have considered the matter and decided to extend 
the time as notified in public interest, as otherwise the vehicle will be put 
Out of operation causing much inconvenience to the students and the travel 
ling public. 


G , 2019 


Kerala Gazette No. 49 dated 11th December 1973. 
PARTI 

Section iv 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Public Works ( Transport- C ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 25293 / TCI/73. 

Dated, Trivandrum , 30th November 1975 . 
S. R. O. No. 735 / 73. - In exercise of the powers conferred by rule 4 
of the Schedule to the Kerala Motor Vehicles (Taxation of Passengers and 
Goods) Act, 1963 (27 of 1963) and in partial modifiation ofNotification II 
No. 49087 /TB2/71/PW dated 1st June, 1972 published as S. R. O. No. 
263/72 in the Kerala Gazette Extra -ordinary No. 287 dated Ist june, 1972 
as modified by Nouification II No. 29186 /TB2/72 / PW : dated 7th September , 
1972 published as S.R.O. No. 463172 in Gazette dated 7-9-1972 and Noti 
fication II No. 39011/TB2/72 /PW dated 29th September, 1972 , published 
as S. R. O. No. 496/72 in the Kerala Gazette Extra -ordinary No. 538 dated 
29th September, 1972 the Government of Kerala being of opinion that it is 
necessary in the public interest to do so , hereby order that the arrears of 
tix due under he said Aci in respect ofGood Vehicle KLK 45 , belonging to 
Sri C. D. Ignatius, Peace Beedi Company, Moovattupuzha shall be paid in 
monthly instalments commencing immediately at the rate of Rs. 150 
(Rupees one hundred and fifty only) for each instalment. 

By order of the Governor, 
K. K. GOPALAKRISHNAN , 

Joint Secretary. 
Explanatory Note 
( This is not part of the notification but is intended to explain the reasons 
for issue of the Notification ). 

It has been represented by Sri C. D. Ignatius that he could not remit 
the arrears of T. P. G. on or before due to financial sırain . He has 
requested for ex ension of time. Government have considered the matter 
and decided to extend the time as notified in public interest, as otherwise 
the vehicle will be put out of operation . 


G. 2020 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Local Administration and Social Welfare (L ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. (Rt.) No. 2129 /73 /LA & SWD . Dated, Trivandrum , 20ch November 1973 . 

S. R. O. No. 737/73. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
section ( 2 ) of section 62 of the Kerala Panchayats Act, 1960 ( 32 of 1960) the 
Government of Kerala , after consulting he Munderi, Chelora , Kuttiaitror 
and Chalot Panchayats hereby exclude from the operation of the said Act, 
the public road specified in the Schedule below which is vested in the said 
Panchayats. 

SCHEDULE 
1. Name of District - Cannanore 
2. Name of Taluks - 1 . Cannanore 

2. Taliparamba 

3. Tellicherry 
3. Name of Villages - Kuttiattoor, Maniyoor, Koodali, Valiyannur , 

and Munderi. 
4 Name of Panchayats - 1. Munderi 

2 . Chelora 
3. Kuttiattoor 

4. Chalot 
5. Name of road - Valiannur - Nayattupara road . 
6. Length of the road - 6-95km + 

3.682 
2.40 
1.80 


14.832 km 


7. Width of the road - 3 to 8 metres 
8. Important places it connects - Vaduvankulam , Nayattupara , 

Munderi, and Valiyanuur. 
9. Points at which the road starts and e. ds - Starts at Valiyannur (in 

Chelosa Panchayat and 
ends at Nayattupar (in 
Chalot- present Koodali 

Panchayat) 
By order of the Governor, 
K. RAMUNNIMENON . 

Secretary. 
0 , 1985 
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Explanatory Note 
( This note is not part of the notification but is intended to indicate its 
general purport.) 

As per G. O. Rt. 2045/68 dated 10-12-1968 , as amended in G.O.Rt. 
82/73/PW dated 1-2-1973 the Valiyannur - Nayattupara road was sanctioned 
to be taken over by the P. W. D. from the concerned Panchayats. Thig 
notification is published for exempting the road in question from the opera 
tion of the Kerala Panchayats Act after consulting the Panchayats 
concerned . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Taxes (B ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. MS. No. 147/73 / TD . Dated , Trivandrum , 26.h November 1973 . 

S. R. O. No. 738 /73. - Under sub -section ( 2 ) of section 10 ofthe Agri 
cul ural Income Tax Act, 1950 (XXII of 1950) , the Government of Kerala 
hereby notify the Mahakavi KumaranAsan Smaraka Sangom . Kumarakodi, 
Pallana P. O. Alleppey D strict as an institution established for a charitable 
purpose to which clause (f) of sub - section (1) ofthe said section shall apply 
during a period of one year from the date of publicationof this notification in 
the Gazette . 

By order of the Governor, 
V. VENKITANARAYANAN , 

Secretary . 


Explanatory Note 
( This does not from part of the notification but is intended to indicate 
the general purport) 

The Secretary, Mahakavi Kumaran Asan Smaraka Sangom , Kunara 
kodi, Pallana , Alleppey District has requested that the donations paid by the 
Agricultural Income Tax assessees to the said Sangom may be exempted 
from the levy of Agrirultural Income tax . The Government have exam ned 
the request and consider that the exemption requested should be granted 
for a period of one year. The notification is intended to achieve the above 
object. 


G , 1981 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 


Abstract 
RULES - KERALA SERVICE RULES ---MEDICAL CERTIFICATE 
AMENDMENT TO RULE 117 - PART I, KERALA SERVICE 

RULES - ORDERS ISSUED . 


FINANCE DEPARTMENT 
G. O. ( P ) 430 /73/Fin . Dated , Trivandrum , 20th November 1973 . 


Read :-Letter from the Registrar, Medical Councils, Trivandrum 

No. 1109 /73/MC. dated 26-6-1973. 


ORDER 


The form of medical certificate prescribed under Rule 117, Part-I, 
Kerala Service Rules does not provide for furnishing the full particulars of 
che medical practitioner who issues the certificate. With a view to enabling 
the Medical Officers to furnish the necessary particulars such as registration 
number, part of reg stration etc. the Government are pleased to issue the 
following notification amending the form of the Medical Certificate: 


NOTIFICATION 
S. R. O.No. 739/ 73. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub -section 
(1) of section 2 of the Kerala Public Services Act, 1968 ( 19 of 1968) read 

G. 2010 
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with Section 3 thereof, the Government of Kerala hereby make the following 
amendmentto the Kerala Service Rules, namely : 


AMENDMENT 

C. S. No. 254173 
In Part I of the Kerala Service Rules, in Rule 117 , for the form of 
medical certificate the following form of Medical Certificate shall be substi 
tuted namely : 


MEDICAL CERTIFICATE 


(Signature of the applicant) 
I (Name) 

..after carefulpersonal examination 
of the case hereby certify that (Name and official a dress) 

..whose signature is given above , is suffering from ... 
and that I con ider hat a period of absence from duty of 
with effect from .. 

.is absolutely necessary for the restoration 
of his/her healih . 

Signature of Medical Officer. 
Registration No ... 
Part of Registration . 
System of Medicine.. 

By order of the Governor, 

G.GABRIEL, 

Under Secretary. 
To 

The Accountant General, Kerala , Trivandrum . 
All Heads of Departments and Offices 
All Departments and Sections of the Secretariat 
The Secretary, Kerala Public Service Commission (with C. L.) 
The Registrar, of High Court, Ernakulam 

(with C. L.) 
The Registrars, University of Kerala , Calicut and Cochin 

(with C. L.) 
All Officers of the Secretariat. 
The Secretary to the Governor. 
The Private Secretary to Chief Minister and other Ministers. 
The Stenographer to the Chief Secretary . 


Aerala Gazette No. 49 dated 1ith December 1973 
PART I 

GOVERNMENT OV KERALA 
Labour (A ) Department 

ERRATUM 


No. 1328 /A1/73/LBR : 

Dated, Trivandrum , 21st November 1973 . 
In the schedule to the Notification I issued under G. O. Ms. No. 59/ 
73/ LBR dated 24-9-1973 published the Kerala Gazette Extra-ordinary 
No. 934 dated 25-9-1973 against Sl. No.5 for the words " Idikki" under 
column (2) read " Thodupuzha " and for the word " Thodupuzha " in 
column ( 3) read " Idikki" . 

By order of the Governor, 
U. MARABALA RAO , 

Secretary. 
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Kerala Gazette No. 49 dated 11th December 1993 
PART 1 

Section 1 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour (B ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G.O. Rt. No. 1347 /73 /LBR . Dated, Trivandrum , 9th November 1973 , 

S. R. O. No. 744 /73. - Under sub- section (5) of section 8 of the Kerala 
Toddy Workers Welfare Fund Act, 1969 (22 of 1969 ) the Government of 
Kerala hereby cancel the notification S. R. O.No. 102/72 issued under 
G. O. Rt, No. 189 /72 /LBR dated the 18th February, 1972 , and published 
in Part I of the Kerala Gazette No. 10 dated 7th March , 1972, specifying 
the Chief Welfare Fund Inspector, Trivandrum as the appellate authority to 
hear and decide appeals against assessments made by the Welfare Fund 
Inspectors under sub - section (1) of the said section . 

By order of the Goveruor, 
U. MAHABALA RAO , 

Secretary. 
Explanantory Note 
( This does not form part of the notification but is intended to indicate 
the general purport. ) 

Government had previously by a notification specified the Chief Welfare 
Fund Inspector as the appellate authority under sub section 5 of section 8 
of the Toddy Workers Welfare Fund, Act 1969. Subsequently he has been 
made a director of the Board by an amendment to the Toddy Workers 
Welfare Fund Scheme 1969. Govern nent therefore feel that the appellate 
power given to the Chief Welfare Fund Inspector should be withdrawn. 
The notification is to achieve the above object. 
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Kerala Gazette No. 49 dated 11th December 1973 
PART 

Seotion iv 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Pablic Works ( Transport C ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 45223/ TCI/73/PW , 

Datod, Trivandrum , 23rd November 1973 . 
S. R. O.No. 745/73.- In cxcrcise of the powers conferred by rule 4 of 
the schedule to the Kerala Motor Vehicles (Taxation of Passengers and 
Goods) Act, 1963 (25 of 1963) and in partial niodification of Notification I 
No. 49087 / TB2 /71/PW . dated 1st June , 1972 published as S. R. O. 
No. 262/72 in the Kerala Gazette Extraordinary No. 287 dated 1st June 
1972 as modified by notification I No. 39011/TB2/72/ PW . dated 29th 
September, 1972, published as S. R. O. No. 495/72 in the Kerala Gazette 
Extraordinary No. 938 dated 29th September, 1972, the Government of 
Kerala being of opinion that it is necessary in the Public interest to do so , 
hereby order that three instalments of arrcars of tax due under the said Act 
in respect of the stage carriages mentioned in the appendix belonging to 
Messrs R. K. V.Motors and Timbers (P ) Ltd., Trivandrum shall be paid 
forthwith in a lump and the balance of instalments clue till 31-10-1973 ,in the 
case of each vehicle the registration numbers of which are shown in the 
statement attached shall be paid in four equalmonthly instalments com 
mencing from December , 1973 without prejudice to the payment of further 
instalments due in each month as per the orders in force. 


By order of the Governor, 
K. K. GOPALAKRISHNAN , 

Joint Secretary . 


Explanatory Noto 
( This is not part of the notification but is intended to explain the 
reasons for the issue of the Notification ) 

It has been represented by the Managing Director M /s. R. K. V. 
Motors and Timbers (P ) Ltd., Trivandrum that he could not rerit the 
instalments of arrears of T. P. G. on or before the due dates due to over 
sight. He has requested for extension of time. Government have consi 
dered the matter and decided to extend the time as notified in Public 
interest, as otherwise the vehicle will be put out of operation causing much 
inconvenience to the students and the travelling public . 

G , 1973 


Appendix 
Vehicle Nos . 
1 . KLV . 4269 
2 . KLV 4296 
3 . KLT +192 
4 . KLT . 5899 
5. KLV 548 
6 . KLT. 1081 
7 . KLT . 1084 
8 . KLT . 1978 
9. KLT . 3003 
10. KLT . 3233 


Vehicle Nos . 
11. KLT . 3776 
12. KLT . 4237 
13. KLT. 5630 
14. KLT. 5686 
15. KLT . 6617 
16 . KLT . 2031 
17. KLT . 2280 
18 . KLT . 1092 
19. KLV . . 3729 


STATECENTRALLIBRARY THIRUVANANTHAPURAM 

KERALA 


Section iv 


Kerala Gazette No. 49 dated 11th December 1973. 
PART 1 

GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour (B ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


G. O. Rt. No. 1367/73 /LBR . Dated, Trivandrum , 19th November 1973 

S. R. O. No. 746/73. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
section ( 1) of section 5 of the Toddy Workers Welfare Fund Act, 1969 
( 22 of 1969), the Government of Kerala hereby make the following amend 
ment to the Toddy Workers Welfare Fund Scheme, 1969, issued under 
notification No 26620 /H1/69/LSWD dated the 29th December, 1969, pub 
lished in the Kerala Gazette Extraordinary No. 305 dated the 29th 
December 1969, as subsequently amended, namely : 

AMENDMENT 
“ In sub para (1 ) of para 14 , for the word nine the 
word " geven " shall be substituted " . 


By order of the Governor, 
U. MAHABALA RAO, 

Secretary 


Explanatory Noto 
The quorum of nine directors were prescribed at a time when there 
were 27 Directors . The total number of Directors was since reduced to 21. 
Consequent on the reduction of the number of Directors, the number of 
directors required for a quorum also has to be correspondingly reduced . 
The quorum shall therefore be fixed as 7 instead of 9 The notification is 
to achieve the above object. 
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Kerala Gazette No. 49 dated 11th December 1973. 
PART I 

Seotion iv 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Public Works (Transport- C ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 41756 /TC1/73 /PWD. 

Dated, Trivandrum , 23rd November 1973 . 
S. R. O. No , 747 /73. - In exercise of the powers conferred by rule 4 
of the Schedule to the Kerala Motor Vehicles ( Taxation of Passengers and 
Good s) Act, 1963 ( 25 of 1963) and in partialmodification of Notification I 
No. 49087 /TB2/71/ PW . dated 1st June, 1972 published as S. R. O. No, 
262/72 in the Kerala Gazette Extraordinary No. 287 dated 1st June, 1972 
as modified by Notification I No. 39011 / TB2/72 / PW dated 29th September, 
1972, published as S.R.O. No. 495/72 in the Kerala Gazette Extraordinary 
No. 538 date ! 29th September, 1972, the Government of Kerala being of 
opinion that it is necessary in the Public interest to do so , hereby order 
that the date of payment of the 3rd to 15th instalments of arrears of tax due 
under said Act in respect of the stage carriage KLE . 3566 belonging 
to Sri P. K. Vijayan , Murikkattu House . R. C. Road, Karuvelippadi, 
Cochin - 5 shall be paid in six equal monthly instalments provided the 
current ducs of T. P G. from 1-4-1972 till date in respect of the vehicle is 
cleared by the petitioner . 

By order of the Governor , 
K , K , GOPALAKRISHNAN , 

Joint Secretary. 


Explanatory Note 
( This is not part of the notification but is intended to explain the 
reasons for issue of the Notification ) 

It has been represented by Sri P. K. Vijayan that he could 
not remit the 3rd to 15th instalments of arrears of T. P. G. on or before 
due dates due to financial strain . He has requested for extension of time. 
Government have considered the matter and decided to extent the time as 
notified in public interest , as otherwise the vehicle will be put out of 
operation causing much inconvenience to the students and the travelling 
public . 
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terala Gazette No.49 dated 23rd October 1973. 
PARTI 

Section iv 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Agriculture (Co-operation ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. Ms. No. 386/73 . Dated, Trivandrum , 19th November, 1973 . 

S.R.O.No. 748 /73. - In exercise of the powers conferred by section 11 , 
22, sub-section (3 ) ofsection 28 , sub-section (5 ) ofsection 30 and sec ion 35 
of the Kerala Co-operative Land Mortg ge Banks Act, 1960 (1 of 1960 ), the 
Government ot Kerala hereby make the following amendment to the rules , 
issued under the said Act, and published under notification No. 36428 /58 / 
AD -C3. dated 2-6-1960 in the Kerala Gazette No. 24 dated 14th June 
1960 as S. R. O.No. 24/60., namely: 


AMENDMENTS 


In Rule 9 of the said Rules, for sub-rules (i), (ii) and (iii), the 
following shall þe substituted , namely : 

(i) The President, Secretary or Manager of the Mortgage Bank shall, 
before disbursement of a loan to a borrower publish a notice under 
sub -section ( 2) of Section 28 of the Act in the notice boards of the concered 
Village Office and Taluk Office within the jurisdiction of which the security 
properties are situate. 

(ii) Such notice shall contain the name and address of the borrower, 
the description of the properties as fairly and accurately as possible , and the 
time within which the mortgage bank shall be intimated of any attachment 
or oralmortgage over the properties: 

Provided that the time fixed shall not be less than 15 days from the date 
of publication of the notice under sub-rule (i) of the rule . 

(iii) The Village Officer and the Tahsildar concerned shall, on receipt 
of the notice from the President, Secretary or manager of the land mortgage 
bank, publish it in the manner specified in sub -rule (i) and the notice to the 
concerned Village Office and Taluk Office shall be sent by post under 
certificate of posting . 


By order of the Governor, 

J. LALITHAMBIKA . 
Deputy Secretary. 

[ P. T. o .) 
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Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the original rules or this amendment but is 
intended to indicate the general purport) . 

In Rule 9 of the rules issued under the Kerala Co-operative Land 
Mortgage Banks Act, 1960, it is laid down that the President, Secretary or 
Manager of the Mortgage Bank shall, before disbursement of the loan to a 
borrower , publish a notice under sub -section (2 ) of section 28 of the Act, 
in the Kerala Gazette . It is represented that inordinate delay isbeing 
experienced in the matter of publishing the notice in the Gazette and this 
effects quick disposal of loan applications. It has been suggested that the 
delay can be avoided if the notice regarding sanction of loan is permitted to 
be published on the notice boards of the concerned Village Office and Taluk 
Office . The amendment is intended for the above purpose. 
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Kerala Gazette No: 49 dated 11th December 1973 . 
PART I 

Section iv 
JOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Public Works (Transport- C ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 47110 / TC1/73 /PW . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 1st December 1973 . 
S. R. O.No 734 /73.- Ia xercise of the powers conferred by rule 4 of 
the Schedule to the Kerala Motor Vehicles (Taxation of Passengers and 
Goods) Act, 1963 (25 of 1963) and in partial modific tion of Notification I 
No. 49087/ TB2/71/PW dated 1st June, 1972 published as S. R. O. No. 
262/72 in the Kerala Gazette Extraordinary No. 287 dated , 1st Junc, 1972 as 
modified by Notification I No. 39011 /TB2/72 /PW dated 9th September, 
1972, published as S. R. O. No. 495 72 in the Kerala Gazette Extra - ordi 
nary No. 538 dated 29th September, 1972 the Government of Kerala being 
of opinion that it is necessary in the Public interest to do so, hereby , order 
that the date of payment of the 10th to 16th instalments of arrears of tax duc 
under the said Act in respect of the stage of carriage KLP 5237 belong to 
Sri K. K. Mathai, Kudylil house , Piravam shall be paid in three equal 
monthly iristalments commencing from January 1974 , without prejudice to 
the payment of monthly instalments of arrears of T. P.G. falling on each . 
month as per the orders in force and also the current dues of T. P. G. 

By order of the Governor, 
K. K. GOPALAKRISHNAN , 

Joint Secretary . 
Explanatory Note 
( This is not part of the notification but is intended to explain the reasons 
for issue of the Notification .) 

It has been represented by SriK.K. Mathai, Kudylil Piravam 
that he could not remit the 10th to 16th instalmentsof arrears of T. P. G. on 
or before the due dates due to financial strain . He has requested for exten 
sion of time. Government have considered the matter and decided to extend 
the time as notified in public interest, as otherwise the vehicle will be put 
Out of operation causing much inconvenience to the students and the travel 

public . 


! 
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Kerala Gazette No. 49 dated 11th December 1979 
PART 1 

Sestion is 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour (B ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G.O. Rt. No. 1347/ 73 /LBR . Dated, Trivandrum , 9th November 1973. 

S. R. O. No. 74473. Under sub- section (5 ) of section 8 of the Kerala 
Toddy Workers Welfare Fund Act , 1969 (22 of 1969) the Government of 
Kerala hereby cancel the notification S. R. O. No. 102/72 issued under 
G. O. Rt. No. 189 /72/LBR dared the !8th February , 1972 , and published 
in Part I of the Kerala Gazette No. 10 dated 7th March , 1972, specifying 
he Chief Welfare Fund Inspector, Triva.idruma as the appellate authority to 
hear and decide appeals against assessments made by the Welfare Fund 
Inspectors under sub -section (1) of the said section . 

By order of the Governor, 
U. MAHABALA RAO , 

Secrelary . 
Explanantory Note 
( This does not forn part of the notification but is inten led to indicate 
the general purport.) 

Government had previously by a notification specified the Chief Welfare 
Fund Inspector as the appellate authority under sub section 5 of section 8 
of the Toddy Workers Welfare Fend, Act 1969. Subsequently he has been 
made a director of the Board by an amendment to the Toddy Workers 
Welfare Fund Scheme 1969. Govern sent therefore feel that the appellate 
power given to the Chicf Welfare Fund Inspector should be withdrawn. 
The notification is to achieve the above object. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 


Food (D ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


G. O. ( P ) No. 20 /73 /Food . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 11th December 1973. 
S.R.O.No. 741/73. - In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 3 of the 
Kerala Rice and Paddy (Procurement by Levy ) Order, 1966 , and in superses 
sion of Notification No. 14338 /A3/72-1 /Fd.D . dated the 22nd December, 1972 
published as S. R. O. No. 679/72 in the Kerala Gazette Extraordinary No. 
786 dated the 22nd December , 1972 the Government ofKerala hereby direct 
that the classes of cultivators mentioned in column ( 2) of the schedule below 
cultivating the lands in the areasmentioned against them in column (1) thereof, 
shall in respect of the Mundakan (Winter) Crop , sell to the Government or 
an agent of the Government appointed by the District Collector or any other 
person authorised by the District Collector in this behalf, the quantity of paddy 
at the rates specified against them in column (3) of the said schedule . The 
notification shall come into force on the 11th December , 1973, 
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Schedule 


Area 


Classes of cultivators 


Quantity of Paddy 


to be sold 


( 1) 


(2 ) 


( 3) 


( 1) Nil. 


Neyyattinkara taluk 
of Trivandrum District; 


Kottarakara , Kunnathur, 
Pathanapuram and 
Pathanamthitta taluks of 
Quilon District; 


Chengannur taluk of 
Alleppey District; 
Changanacherry taluk 
of Kottayam District; 


( 2 ) At the rate of 

3 qtis. per acre 
for the area in 
excess of 2 
acres 


Category - A 
(1 ) Persons who have 

cultivated paddy in 

an area upto and 
• including 2 acres 

in the aggregate 
(2 ) Persons who have 

cultivated paddy in 
an area ofmore than 
2 acres and upto and 
including 3 acres in 

the aggregate 
(3 ) Persons who have 

cultivated paddy in 
an area of more than 
3 acres and upto and 
including 5 acres in 

the aggregate 
(4 ) Persons who have 

cultivated paddy in 
an area of more than 
5 acres and upto and 
including 10 acres in 
the aggregate 


Peerrade and Udum 
banchola taluks of Idikki 
District; 


(3 ) At the rate of 

3qtls. per acre 

for every acre 
. in excess of 

1 acre 


Chittur, Alathur and 
Palghat taluks of Palghat 
District; 
Ponnani taluk ofMalap 
puram District; 


(4 ) At the rate of 

3 qtls , per acre 
for the first 5 
acres and at 7 
qtls, for every 
acre in excess 
of 5 acres 


(5 ) Personswho have 

cultivated paddy in 
an area of ofmore 
than 10 acres in the 
aggregate . 


( 5 ) At the rates 

specified in item 
No. (4 ) su ra 
for the first 
10 acres and 
at 9 qtis. for 
cvery acre in 
excess of 10 
acres . 
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( 1 ) 


(2 ) 


( 3) 


(1) Nil. 


Category - 8 
Trivandrum , Nedumangad (1) Persons who have 
and Chirayinkil taluks of 

cultivated paddy in 
Trivandrum District; 

an area upto and in 
cluding 2 acres in the 

aggregate 
Quilon taluk of Quilon (2 ) Persons who have 
District ; 

cultivated paddy in 

an area of more than 
Mavelikara and Thiru 

2 acres and upto and 
valla taluks of Alleppey including 3 acres in 
District; 

the aggregatej 
Kottayam , Meenachil, ( 3 ) Persons who have 
Vaikom taluks of Kottayam cultivated paddy in 
District; 

an area ofmore than 

3 acres and upto and 
Devicolam and Thodu 

including 5 acres in 
puzha taluks of Idikki 

the aggregate 
District. 


( 2 ) At the rate of 

3 qtls . per acre 
for the area in 
excess of 2 acres. 


( 3 ) At the rate of 

3 qtls. per acre 
for every acre 
in excess of 1 
acre . 


Muvattupuzha, Kunnathu- (4 ) Persons who have 
nad, Alwaye and Kotha 

cultivated paddy in 
mangalam taluks of 

an area of more than 
Ernakulam District ; 

5 acres and upto and 

including 10 acres in 
Trichur and Thalappilly the aggregate 
taluks of Trichur District; 


( 4) At the rate of 

3 qtls. per acre 
for the first 5 
acres and at 7 
qtls . for every 
acre in excess 
of 5 acres . 


Ottapalam taluk (excluding (5 ) Persons who have 
Thrithala firka of the 

cultivated paddy in 
former Ponnani taluk and an area of more than 
Paruthur Panchayat of the 

10 acres in the aggre 
former Tirur taluk ) of 

gate 
Palghat District ; 


(5 ) At the rates 

specified in item 
No. (4 ) supra for 
the first 10 acres 
and at 9 qtls . 
for every acre 
in excess of 
10 acres 


Perintalmanna taluk of 
Malappuram District ; 
South Wynad taluk of 
Kozhikode District ; 
Narth Wynad taluk of 
Cannanore District. 
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(2 ) 

(3 ) 
Category - C 
Karunagappally taluk of (1) Persons who have ( 1) Nil. 
Quilon District; 

cultivated in an area 

upto and including 
Karthigappally, Ambala 

2 acres in the aggre 
puzha and Shertallai taluks 

gate 
of Alleppey District; 
Kanjirappally taluk of ( 2) Persons who have 

(2 ) At the rate of 
Kottayam District; 

cultivated paddy in 

3 qtis . per acre 

an area of more than for the area in 
Kanayannur and Parur 2 acres and upto and excess of 2 acres. 
taluks of Ernakulam District; including 3 acres in 

the aggregate 
Cranganur, Mukunda (3 ) Persons who have (3) Atthe rate of 3 
puram and Chowghat cultivated paddy in qtls. per acre 
taluks of Trichur District; an area of more than 

for every acre in 
3 acres and upto and excess of 1. acre. 
including 5 acres in 

the aggregate 
Mannargaht taluk, Thri (4 ) Persons who have (4 ) At the rate of 3 
thala Firka of the former cultivated paddy qtis. per acre 
Ponnani taluk and Paru 

in an area of more for the first 5 
thur Panchayat of the 

than 5 acres and upto 

acres and at 7 
former Tirur taluk now 

and including 10 qtls . for every 
included in the Ottappalam 

acres in the aggregate acre in excess of 
taluk of Palghat District 

5 acres . 
Ernad and Tirur taluks • (5 ) Persons who have (5 ) At the rates 
of Malappuram District ; cultivated paddy in 

specified in item 

an area ofmore than No. (4) supra foi 
Kozhikode, Quilandy and 10 acres in the 

the first 10 acres 
Badagara taluks of Kozhi aggregate 

and at 9 qtls . 
kode District ; 

for every acre 

in excess of 10 
Tellicherry, Cannanore, 

acres . 
Tali armba , Hosdurg and 
Kasargode taluks of 
Cannanore District . 


By order of the Governor, 

K. B. WARRIER , 
Special Secretary to Government 

( Food ) 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 


Food ( D ) Department 
NOTIFICATION 


G.O.(P ) No.20 /73/Food . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 11th December 1973. 
S.R.O.No. 742 /73. - In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 3 of the 
Kerala Rice and Paddy (Procurement by Levy ) Order, 1966 , and in super . 
session of Notification No.14338 / A3/72-2 /Fd.D . dated the 22nd December, 1972 
published as S.R.O. No. 680/72 in Kerala Gazette Extra-ordinary No. 786 
dated the 22nd December, 1972, the Government of Kerala hereby direct that 
the classes of cultivatorsmentioned in column (2 ) of the Schedule below culti 
vating the lands in the areas mentioned against them in column (1) thereof, 
shall in respect of the Punja (Summer ) Crop , sell to the Government or an 
agent of the Government appointed by the District Collector or any other 
person authorised by the District Collector in this behalf, the quantity of paddy 
at the rates specified against them in column (3 ) of the said Schedule . The 
Notification shall come into force on the 11th December , 1973 . 


SCHEDULE 


Area 


Classes of cultivators 


Quantity of Paddy 

to be sold . 


( 1) 


( 2 ) 


( 3) 


Category -- A 
Ambalapuzha, Karthiga- (1) Persons who have (1) Nil. 
pally, Mavelikara ,Kutta cultivated paddy in 
nad , Chengannur and 

upto and 
Thiruvalla taluks of 

ncluding 2 acres 
Alleppey District ; 

in the aggregate . 


an area 


(2 ) 


Kottayam , Vaikom , 
Meenachil and Chan 
ganacherry taluk of 
Kottayam District; 


(2 ) Persons who have 

culitvated paddy in 
an area ofmore than 
2 acres and upto and 
including 3 acres in 
the aggregate . 


At the rate of S 
Quls . per acre for 
the area in excess 
of 2 acres . 


( 1) 


( 2 ) 


(3 ) 


Talappilly, Trichur and 
Mukundapuram taluks 
of Trichur District : 


Tirur and Ponnani 
taluk ofMalappuram 
District; 
Kozhikode taluk of 
Kozhikode District. 


( 3 ) Persons who have (3 ) At the rate of 3 

cultivated paddy in Qtls . per acre for 
an area ofmore than 

every 

аспе in 
3 acres and upto and excess of 1 acre . 
including 5 acres in 

the aggregate. 
(4 ) Persons who have (4 ) At the rate of 3 

cultivated paddy in an Qtls, per acre for 
area of more than 5 

the first 5 acres 
acres and upto and and at 7 Qtis . for 
including 10 acres in every acre in 
the aggregate 

excess 

5 acres . 
(5 ) Persons who have (5 ) Atthe rates speci 

cultivated paddy in fied in item No. (4 ) 
an area of more than 

supra for the first 
10 acres in the 

10 acres and at 9 
aggregate 

Qtls . for every acre 
in excess of 10 
acres. 


Category - B 
Neyyattinkara taluk of (1) Persons who have cul- (1) Nil. 
Trivandrum District; tivated paddy in an 

area upto and includ . 
Kottarakara taluk of 

ing 2 acres in the 
Quilon District. 

aggregate. 
Kanayannur, Alwaye (2 ) Personswho have cul- (2 ) At the rate of 3 
and Parur taluks of 

tivated paddy in an 

Qtis. per acre for 
Ernakulam District ; 

area ofmore than 2 

the area in excess 

acres and upto and of 2 acres. 
Ernad taluk of Mala 

including 3 acres in 
ppuram District; 

the aggregate . 
South Wynad taluk of 
Kozhikode District; 
Hosdurg taluk of ( 3) Persons who have cul- (3) At the rate of 3 
Cannanore District . 

tivated paddy in an 

Qtls . per acre for 
area of more than 3 

• every 

acre 

in 
acres and upto and excess of 1 acre . 
including 5 acres in 
the aggregate . 
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(1 ) 


(2 ) 


( 3) 


(4 ) Persons who have cul- (4 ) At the rate of 3 

tivated paddy in an Qtls . per acre for 
area of more than 5 the first 5 acres 
acres and upto and and at 7 Qtls. for 
including 10 acres in every 

acre in 
the aggregate 

excess of 5 acres . 


(5 ) Persons who have 

cultivated paddy in 
an area ofmore than 
10 acres in the aggre 
gate . 


(5 ) At the rates 

specified in item 
No. (4 ) supra for 
the first 10 acres 
and at 9 Quls. fo: 
every acre in 
excess of 10 acres . 


Category_c 


. 


Trivandrum , Neduman- (1) Persons who have cul- ( 1) Nil. 
gad and Chirayinkil tivated paddy in an 
taluks of Trivandrum 

area upto and including 
District ; 

2 acres in the aggre 


gate. 


Quilon , Kunnathur, (2 ) Persons who have cul- (2 ) At the rate of 3 
Pathanamthitta and 

tivated paddy in an Qtls. per acre for 
Karunagappally taluks of area ofmore than 2 the area in excess 
Quilon District; 

acres and upto and 

of 2 acres. 

including 3 acres in 
Muvattupuzha and 

the aggregate . 
Kunnathunad taluks of 
Ernakulam District 


Chowghat and Cran 
ganore taluks of Trichur 
District; 


(3 ) Persons who have cul- (3 ) At the rate of 3 
tivated paddy in an 

Qtis . per acre for 
area ofmore than 3 

every acre in 
acres and upto and 

excess of 1 acre . 
including 5 acres in 
the aggregate. 


Thrithala firka in 
Ottappalam taluk of 
Palghat District; 


8 


( 1) 


( 2 ) 


( 3) 


North Wynad and 
Kasargode taluks of 
Cannanore District . 


(4 ) Persons who have 

(4 ) At the rate of 3 
cultivated paddy in Qtls, per acre for 
an area ofmore than 

the first 5 acres 
5 acres and upto and 

and at 7 Qtls. for 
including 10 acres in every 

acre in 
the aggregate . 

excess of 5 acres . 
(5 ) Personswho have 

(5 ) At the rates speci 
cultivated paddy in fied in item No.(4) 
an area ofmore than supra for the first 
10 acres in the aggre 

10 acres and at 9 
gate . 

Qtis. 
acre in excess of 
10 acres . 


for every 


By order of the Governor, 

K. B. WARRIER , 
Special Secretary to Government ( Food ). 
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